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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the Request for Continued Examination filed on 
08/15/2008. 

2. Claims 1-5, 8, and 10 are pending in this office action. Claims 1 and 8 have been 
amended, and claims 6, 7, and 9 have been cancelled. 

Response to Amendment 

3. The Examiner accepts the amendments made for examination purposes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b^ as being anticipated by Rabne et al. 
hereinafter Rabne (US Patent #6.006.332 filed on 10/21/19971 

Rabne teaches the invention as claimed including a Rights Management (RM) system for 
digital media. 

Regarding claim 1. Rabne teaches, a method of operating a conditional access network 
wherein providers distribute valuable contents over the network and end-users are allowed to 
access such valuable contents in function of individual access rights, wherein valuable contents 
are made available to the end-users by way of a plurality of different conditional access systems 
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(Rabne, Abstract. Rabne teaches that when the software available is not able to fiilfiU the 
requirement the launch pad searches and requests an appropriate RM browser, which has to be 
authenticated before use, to handle the data. According to the invention taught by Rabne, 
different browsers/systems are obtained for handling the data.), the method comprising the steps 
of: 

configuring a generic conditional access component having a basic functionality common 
to all conditional access systems and a plurality of particular conditional access systems, said 
plurality of particular conditional access systems being initially disabled (Rabne, Abstract, col.7 
In.9-14, col. 8 In. 34-38, col.lO ln.56, col.l 1 ln.2-4. Rabne teaches that when the software 
available is not able to ftilfill the requirement the launch pad searches and requests an 
appropriate RM browser, which has to be authenticated before use, to handle the data. 
According to the invention taught by Rabne, different browsers/systems are obtained for 
handling the data. According to the disclosure by Rabne, the downloaded RM browser is 
disabled and needs to be authenticated prior to use via license verification, therefore it is initially 
disabled for use.); 

providing the generic conditional access component to an end-user (Rabne, col.3 ln.54- 
59, col. 6 ln.61 - col.7 ln.4, col.7 ln.1-5. The launch pad program taught by Rabne is considered 
to be a generic conditional access component as it resides on the client, having a basic 
functionality for access to all other RM browsers/conditional access systems.); 

identifying a particular conditional access system to be used by the conditional access 
component (Rabne, Abstract, col.6 ln.61-66, col.7:l-14, col.lO ln.34-36, col.lO ln.64-67. An 
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appropriate RM browser (conditional access system) is downloaded to the end-user on the launch 
pad program (conditional access component) for handling the data.); 

acquiring by the end-user of a license related to the identified particular conditional 
access system; loading said license into the conditional access component; and enabling the 
particular conditional access system after successful verification of the license (Rabne, col. 7 
ln.9-14, col.8 ln.34-38, col.lO ln.56, col.ll ln.2-4. According to the disclosure by Rabne, the 
downloaded RM browser is disabled and needs to be authenticated prior to use through license 
verification.). 

Regarding claim 8 , Rabne teaches, a conditional access component for use in a 
conditional access network wherein a provider distributes valuable contents over the network and 
end-users are allowed to access such valuable contents in fiinction of individual access rights 
defined by a user license (Rabne, Abstract, col.7 ln.9-14, col.8 ln.34-38, col.lO hi.56, col.l 1 ln.2- 
4. Rabne teaches that the invention is used for text, audio and video data transmission, where the 
launch pad searches and requests an appropriate RM browser to handle the data. Prior to the use 
of the RM browser, it has to be authenticated. According to the disclosure by Rabne, the 
downloaded RM browser is disabled and needs to be authenticated prior to use through license 
verification.), wherein said component comprises a first software module embedding a basic 
functionality common to a plurality of different conditional access systems used in the network, 
a plurality of specific application software, each constituting a particular conditional access 
system in conjunction with the basic functionality (Rabne, col.3 ln.54-59, col.6 ln.61 - col.7 ln.4, 
col.7 In. 1-5. The launch pad program taught by Rabne is considered to be a generic conditional 
access component as it resides on the client, having a basic functionality for access to all other 
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RM browsers/conditional access systems.), a non- volatile memory for storing said plurality of 
specific application software, said particular conditional access systems being initially disabled 
in the non- volatile memory, means for acquiring a license for the particular conditional access 
system, and means for selectively enabling the particular conditional access system subject to a 
successful verification of the corresponding license (Rabne, col.7 ln.9-14, col.8 ln.34-38, col.lO 
ln.56, coll 1 ln.2-4. According to the disclosure by Rabne, the downloaded RM browser is 
disabled and needs to be authenticated prior to use through license verification.). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A palcnl may nol be oblaincd Ihough the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set I'orth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co. , 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

8. Claims 2-5, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rabne. in view of Kamperman et al. hereinafter Kamperman ("Conditional access system 
interoperability through soft downloading"). 



Application/Control Number: 10/511 ,249 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2155 

Regarding claim 2, Rabne disclosed the limitations, as described in claim 1, however fails 
to teach the use of digital transport stream that contains Entitlement Management Messages 
(EMMs). 

Kamperman discloses an interoperable conditional access system through software 
downloading, including the use of EMMs. Kamperman discloses a method, wherein valuable 
contents are distributed in a digital transport stream that contains Entitlement Management 
Messages "EMMs" specific to each conditional access system (Kamperman, p.48 Section 2: 1^* 
paragraph. Kamperman discloses a method of operating a conditional access system for Digital 
Pay- TV and the use of EMMs for authorizing the use of key for every separate program and for 
every separate user.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rabne to include the EMMs as taught by 
Kamperman. One would be motivated to do so to prevent users from acquiring unauthorized 
access to Satellite or Cable TV Broadcasts. 

Regarding claim 3. Rabne teaches the limitations, as described in claim 2, and further 
discloses the method of claim 2, however, fails to disclose a filter unit for filtering out EMMs. 

Kamperman discloses a method wherein each conditional access component includes a 
filter unit for filtering out the specific EMMs of conditional access systems (Kamperman, p. 47 
Right Column: 2"'' paragraph, p.49 Left Column: 3^** paragraph, Fig.2 ("ECM, EMM Section 
Filter" component). According to Kamperman, EMMs are filtered out of the data stream.) 
enabled on the component and a verifier unit for the verification of access rights defined by the 
filtered specific EMMs (Kamperman et al. p.48 Right Column: paragraph. Kamperman 
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discloses that the filtered out EMMs are used for authorizing the use of a key for every separate 
conditional access system, for determining the access rights of the user.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rabne to include a filter unit as taught by 
Kamperman. One would be motivated to do so to filter out the EMMs accordingly fi-om the data 
stream and conduct verification for determining the access rights of the user. 

Regarding claim 4. Rabne disclosed the limitations, as described in claim 3, and further 
discloses, a method wherein the valuable contents in the transport stream are scrambled, each 
conditional access component has a descrambler adapted to process a scrambled transport stream 
into a clear transport stream, and the descrambler is enabled or disabled in function of a 
successful or unsuccessful verification, respectively, of the access rights (Rabne, col.6 ln.31-45, 
col.7 ln.9-19, col.l 1 ln.55-61, col.22 ln.28-51. Rabne discloses that the valuable contents are 
encrypted and decrypted only by the verified authorized receivers. According to the disclosure 
by Rabne, the downloaded RM browser is disabled and needs to be authenticated prior to use 
through license verification.). 

Regarding claim 5. Rabne disclosed the limitations, as described in claims 1 to 4, and 
further discloses, a method wherein each conditional access system has an associated application 
for execution by the conditional access component (Rabne, col.3 ln.56-59, col.6 ln.66 - col.7 
ln.4, coll. 10 ln.52-53. Appropriate applications, such as RM browsers, are downloaded for each 
conditional access system.). 

Regarding claim 10. Rabne disclosed the limitations as described in claim 8, however, 
fails to disclose the use of EMMs. 
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Kamperman discloses a conditional access component wherein the valuable contents are 
distributed in a digital transport stream that contains Entitlement Management Messages 
"EMMs" specific to each conditional access system (Kamperman, p.48 Section 2: 1^ paragraph. 
Kamperman discloses a method of operating a conditional access system for Digital Pay-TV and 
the use of EMMs for authorizing the use of key for every separate program and for every 
separate user. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rabne to include the EMMs as taught by 
Kamperman. One would be motivated to do so to prevent users from acquiring unauthorized 
access to Satellite or Cable TV Broadcasts.), 

Rabne also fails to disclose a filter unit for filtering out EMMs. 

Kamperman discloses a system wherein comprising a filter unit for filtering out specific 
EMMs of conditional access systems enabled on the component (Kamperman, p.47 Right 
Column: 2°'' paragraph, p.49 Left Column: 3"* paragraph, Fig.2 ("ECM, EMM Section Filter" 
component). According to Kamperman, EMMs are filtered out of the data stream.) and a verifier 
unit for the verification of access rights defined by the filtered specific EMMs (Kamperman et al. 
p.48 Right Column: 2"^* paragraph. Kamperman discloses that the filtered out EMMs are used 
for authorizing the use of a key for every separate conditional access system, to verify the access 
rights of the user.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rabne to include a filter unit as taught by 
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Kamperman. One would be motivated to do so to filter out the EMMs accordingly fi-om the data 
stream and conduct verification for determining the access rights of the user. 



Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed on 08/15/2008 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The Applicant argues, 

"The elements of claims 1 and 8 are not disclosed by Rabne et al. Specifically Rabne et 
al fails to disclose a preloaded conditional access component that contains initially all 

variations of the future functionalities, wherein the preloaded systems are disabled until a 
purchase action, such as acquiring a license, is performed and wherein means arc 
provided for selectively enabling at least one of the preloaded systems subject to 
successfiil verification of the license." (refer to pg.6 second paragraph of the Amendment 
filed by the Applicant on 08/15/2008) 

The Examiner respectfiiUy disagrees. 

With respect to the above argument, claim 1 recites the limitation, 

"configuring a generic conditional access component having a basic functionality 
common to all conditional access systems and a plurality of particular conditional access 
systems, said plurality of particular conditional access systems being initially disabled". 

and claim 8 recites the limitation, 

"wherein said component comprises a first software module embedding a basic 
functionality common to a plurality of different conditional access systems used in the 
network, a pliirality of specific application software, each constituting a particular 
conditional access system in conjunction with the basic functionality". 

The claim language does not correspond to the Applicant's explanation of the invention in 

the arguments made in the Amendment filed on 08/15/2008 (refer above). For example, the 

claim at least fails to disclose that the plurality of systems are "preloaded", since claim 1 cites "a 



method comprising the steps of: configuring". Also, the claims fail to disclose that the "initially 
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all variations of the future functionalities" are preloaded into the component. Furthermore, 
paragraphs [0004] - [0006] of the published version of the Applicant's apphcation (US 
Publication #2005/0165937 Al) suggest that the particular conditional access systems are loaded 
and initially disabled. For example, the Applicant discloses in the publication, "For each 
particular conditional access system to be used in the component, specific application software is 
loaded into a non- volatile memory of the component... When a valid license for a particular 
conditional access system is found, the corresponding application is enabled" ([0006]). 

The Examiner maintains the rejection that Rabne teaches the claimed invention, for at 
least the following reasons: Rabne teaches that when the software available is not able to fulfill 
the requirement the launch pad searches and requests an appropriate RM browser, which has to 
be authenticated before use, to handle the data. According to the invention taught by Rabne, 
different browsers/systems are obtained for handling the data. According to the disclosure by 
Rabne, the downloaded RM browser is disabled and needs to be authenticated prior to use via 
license verification, therefore it is initially disabled for use (Rabne, Abstract, col.7 ln.9-14, col. 8 
ln.34-38, col.lO ln.56, colli ln.2-4). 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfully requested fi-om the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references 
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in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of 
the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully requested to 
indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure rehed on for proper 
interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds of the claimed invention. 

A Shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire 3 month(s) or thirty (30) days, 
whichever is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to Edward J. Kim whose telephone number is (571) 270-3228. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30am - 5:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained fi-om either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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